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To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

The memorial of the undersigned, members of the bar of the District of 
Columbia, 

Respectfully showetii : 

That an act of Congress was recently passed requiring that one of the 
judges of the circuit court of this District should permanently reside in the 
city of Alexandria. 

Your memorialists would respectfully represent to your honorable bodies, 
that it may well be doubted whether any circumstances exist which render 
such a provision, of the law desirable or expedient. If, at any time, such 
circumstances did exist, we may say with entire confidence that they do so 
no longer. More than five-sixths of the business of the circuit court origi¬ 
nates in and is conducted in the county of Washington. Of that business, 
under the law, as it now exists, a very insignificant fragment is executed by 
the judges at their chambers. The abolition of imprisonment for debt has 
substantially repealed the insolvent law, and few, if any, instances occur in 
which either is required to execute any functions under this branch of the 
law. It is not believed that a single instance has occurred in which their 
action has been required in the county of Alexandria under the statute re¬ 
stricting arrest on mesne process. There remains, therefore, only the busi¬ 
ness of granting injunctions, which a single judge can be required to attend 
to at his chambers during the vacation. The number of injunction cases 
is very small, and probably never exceeds six in the county of Alexandria 
during any twelvemonth. 

Under these circumstances, we think it is manifest that no considerations 
of public or local convenience require that one of the judges should be com- 
Ritchie & Heiss, print. 



2 [149] 
pelled to reside in one rather than any other part of the District. The in¬ 
conveniences which may occasionally occur, but must necessarily rarely 
happen, from counsel being compelled to come from Alexandria to Wash¬ 
ington for the purpose of procuring an order for an injunction, are too in¬ 
considerable to be for a moment placed in competition with the many pri¬ 
vate as well as public considerations, which, in our judgment, call for a 
repeal of the law. 

Among these inconveniences, it may perhaps be sufficient to call the at¬ 
tention of your honorable bodies to one of paramount importance. If one 
of the judges resides in Alexandria, and the other in Washington county, it 
will be indispensable that the Alexandria judge should take up his residence 
in Washington during the entire session of the circuit court, or that all 
consultations among the judges in the recess of the sittings should be dis¬ 
pensed with. It is scarcely physically practicable, and cannot be anticipa¬ 
ted, that the judges residing in the one place will be able to devote the time 
necessary to these necessary consultations at a remote place. 

We forbear to enlarge upon or to enumerate the various reasons which 
present themselves to our minds recommending the alteration we have ven¬ 
tured to suggest. It may be sufficient to say, that for forty-four years we 
have lived under a different system without any practical inconvenience; 
that during this period the present chief judge did live in Alexandria coun¬ 
ty, but that he was compelled, by the most urgent considerations, both public 
and personal, to remove to the city of Washington. It is also understood 
that the present judge of the criminal court has determined to fix his resi¬ 
dence in Alexandria, and thus remove the principal grounds upon which 
Congress was induced to enact the law, which we respectfully ask your 
honorable bodies to repeal. 
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Mayor’s Office, 

Alexandria, December 24, 1845. 

To the Senate of the United States : 

I have the honor, herewith, to submit to your consideration a copy of a 
preamble and resolution passed by the common council of Alexandria, on 
the 19th instant, in relation to the repeal of the act of Congress, approved 
April 4,1844, requiring, thereafter, one of the judges of the circuit court for 
the District of Columbia to reside in the town of Alexandria. 

From the preamble and resolution it will appear that a judge has been 
appointed since the passage of the act of 1844, who has made no demon¬ 
stration of a disposition on his part to comply with the provisions of that law; 
and the common council, believing that an attempt will be made at the 
present session of Congress to obtain a repeal of said act, have instructed 
me to lay before you the facts in the case, and in their name to remonstrate 
against the repeal of said law. 

The facts are substantially these : That the citizens of Alexandria, having 
suffered great inconvenience, and been subjected to considerable expense in 
consequence of having no judge of the circuit court residing in this portion 
of the District, petitioned the Congress of the United States to pass a law 
requiring the judge who should fill the next vacancy on the bench to re¬ 
side in the town of Alexandria; which petition was granted, and the law 
passed with great unanimity, and was approved the 4th day of April, 1844. 
The first vacancy occurred on the death of the Hon. B. Thruston, when 
the Hon. James Dunlop was appointed in* his stead. We then flattered our- 

.selves that our grievances were removed, as the law would now provide a 
remedy. Judge Dunlop accepted the appointment, and, as was understood 
at the time, indicated an intention of removing to Alexandria as soon as he 
conveniently could. One term of the court has passed, and another is at 
hand, without his having evinced any disposition to come amongst us ; but, 
on the other hand, a memorial has been prepared and signed, in the county 
of Washington, asking a repeal of the law, in which request Judge Dunlop 
unites, and justifies his course upon the ground that the continuance of the 
law would be onerous to him ; and that since the passage of the act abolish¬ 
ing imprisonment for debt, there is little necessity for a judge during vaca¬ 
tion. He sought, obtained, and accepted the office, with a full knowledge 
of the requirements of the law. The act abolishing imprisonment for debt, 
and that regulating arrests on mesne process, were passed prior to that re¬ 
quiring the judge to reside in the town of Alexandria.—(See Acts approved 
March 3, 1843, August 1, 1842, and April 4, 1844 ) In compliance with 
the wishes of the common council of Alexandria, in their name and on be¬ 
half of the citizens of Alexandria, who are of one mind in this matter, 1 re¬ 
monstrate against this unreasonable interference of the citizens of Wash¬ 
ington county, and their attempt to deprive us of our jtfst rights. What 
public considerations can prompt them ? Have they not two judges, com¬ 
petent to discharge all duties in session or vacation ? Why ask the repeal 
of a law beneficial to us, without being injurious to them? 

While the members of the common council have joined in a petition to 
the Senate for a more speedy and effectual remedy, by asking the refusal of 
the advice and consent of the Senate to the appointment of Judge Dunlop, 
thev, in their corporate capaciiy, have commissioned me to remonstrate 
against the permanent injury to the community, over whose interest they 
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preside, which would result from a repeal of the law. Relying, disfranchised 
as we are, upon the justice, liberality, and magnanimity of the Senate of the 
United States, and confidently believing that our claims will be duly con¬ 
sidered, and otir rights and interests protected, 

1 have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOSEPH EACHES.Mayor. 

- ) •. 

CORPORATION OF ALEXANDRIA. 

In Council, l£th of Decembe r, 1845. 

The following preamble and resolution were unanimously adopted, viz: 
Whereas, under a special act of Congress, the judge of the circuit court 

of the District of Columbia, first appointed after its passage, was required to 
reside in Alexandria: 

And whereas, under said act, a judge has, some months since, been ap¬ 
pointed, and no demonstration has been made on his part of an intention to 
comply with its provisions : 

And whereas, moreover, it is understood and believed that an attempt 
will be made during the-present session of Congress to obtain a repeal of 
said act, to the manifest inconvenience and injury of the citizens of this 
town: 

Be it resolved hy the common council of Alexandria, That the mayor be 
requested to lay the facts in the case before the District Committees of both 
Houses of Congress, and to remonstrate, in the name of this council, against 
the repeal of the said law. 

True extract from the minutes of the council. 
Teste : 

ft. JOHNSTON, a a 
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